Introduction
In the social and behavioral sciences, the use of mixed methods to address a particular research question typically involves a combination of quantitative and qualitative methodologies (see Brannen 2005; Bryman 2006; Tashakkori and Teddlie 2003) . As an increasing range of data becomes available for scientific research -as documented throughout this volume and in the Discussion Paper Series of the German Data Council -the possibilities for mixed method approaches are growing. However, the use of mixed methods to link data from large representative surveys to qualitative data is still rare. A recent trend in longitudinal surveys worldwide consists in the linkage of survey data with data from different sources using diverse methodologies. For example, birth cohort studies or household panels like BHPS, HILDA, PSID, and SOEP, are collecting biomarkers, objective health measures, data from experiments, daily experience sampling or register and institutional context data to survey respondents (see the respective chapters in this volume and, e.g., the new British household panel Understanding Society). In this context of methodological innovations of longitudinal surveys, conducting in-depth qualitative interviews with sub-samples of respondents is one important and promising, yet only recently developing issue.
Up to now, qualitative methods have been used primarily with quantitative data to "embellish" analyses (Mason 2006a) . However, mixed methods approaches in the sense of a triangulation of quantitative and qualitative data collected from the same respondents might help to understand the mechanisms underlying human behavior and individual life courses (see, e.g., Giele and Elder 1998) . This is particularly true with respect to individual decisionmaking processes, coping strategies, and biographical "turning points," i.e., events or experiences that play a decisive role an individual's life course by correcting trajectories (see Abbot 1997) . The importance of decision-making is not only central to the so-called rational actor model that has become a common reference model in the economic and social sciences and is typically associated with the large-scale quantitative data analysis (see Goldthorpe 2000) ; it is even considered a broader "unifying framework" for the behavioral sciences (Gintis 2007) .
However, as quantitative research along these lines only observes the contexts, determinants, and outcomes of individual decisions -which are measured at least indirectly by means of proxy information -the decision-making process itself can only be modeled in a Qualitative data was collected on members of eight households selected from this first large-scale longitudinal study of household poverty in South Africa.
Challenges
Linking qualitative in-depth interviews to quantitative surveys poses new challenges. First of all, ethical and data protection issues have to be considered and resolved (see Leahey 2007) .
For legal reasons, survey respondents have to declare their willingness to participate in the survey, and this declaration should explicitly include their agreement to participate in personal in-depth interviews. Moreover, respondents need to understand exactly how qualitative interviews -or the transcript, audio, or video file -will be linked with the quantitative microdata.
For longitudinal survey respondents, time-consuming in-depth interviews may negatively affect survey participation, and requests to divulge intimate biographical details could impair the respondent's relationship to the interviewer. From what we know so far about the effects of introducing new and more demanding kinds of surveying in ongoing longitudinal studies, they seem to strengthen rather than weaken respondents' personal commitment to the survey.
An important challenge in developing the social science research infrastructure in the future relates to the rules of access to qualitative data on survey respondents. Those responsible for managing longitudinal surveys need to establish working models that can provide external researchers the opportunity to interview respondents. 3 More details on this project are available at http://cairo.pop.psu.edu/allen/Project.cfm?ProjectID=189.
Recommendations
The inclusion of qualitative in-depth interviewing in the repertoire of data collection methods used in sample surveys is a highly promising innovation in terms of both methodological and substantial research. However, there is still a long way to go in laying the foundations and exploring the possibilities and limits of such an approach.
 Theory & methodology: More extensive use of qualitative methods in surveys should be based on theoretical and methodological proposals that guide the triangulation of qualitative and quantitative methods.
 Ethics, data protection, and access: Ethical and data protection issues need to be addressed. Rules for access to samples of respondents should be established.
 Exploration: The possibilities and problems of conducting semi-structured and biographical interviews should be explored with rather small test samples of long-term survey respondents, focusing on methodological issues of "triangulating" life courses.
